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Frustration — East: Those who watch what’s going on politically along the Eastern seaboard with 
clear vision laugh heartily at the official hand wringing over what is called “voter apathy.” It’s not apathy, 
it’s frustration — realists emphasize. Masses of potential voters aren’t even registering to vote, because 
“they have no place to go.” The startling revelation that GOP gubernatorial candidate Ives in New 
York is running behind Democratic Averell Harriman (in the reliable New York Daily News poll) has 
inspired some furious thinking. Ives has always been touted as a fine vote-getter. And observers dwell 
pensively on the dip in registration figures in New York City — 12 per cent; and upstate New York — 
6 per cent. More and more the “frustration” diagnosis gains acceptance. 








Across the river in New Jersey, polls put the Democratic Sengtgfialcandidate Howell somewhat 
ahead of GOP hopeful Case. The real pitch on what’s going onfn New’, Jersey, say well-informed observ- 
ers, is that the Communists, through the old CIO-PAC apparafis, are ingito Case. The actual facts 
and figures on Commie infiltration in the two parties and in ! mh New Jersey are not available. 
For no real probe of the infiltration was possible under the “literal” "GOP state regime. But, students 
believe, it is considerable. Today, those who have for years watclte the signs and portents of Communist 
subterranean activity feel that Commie weight is coming heavily dat on the side of Case. They recall 


the eleventh-hour Communist switch in 1948 in California and other places to the side of Truman. 


How many Republicans will vote for Democrat Howell in order to defeat “liberal” Case is hard 


‘to estimate. Many prominent Republicans privately spread the word that they will cast their ballots for 


the Democrat. How many voters the “rebel” organizations which have sprung up against Case will bring 
to the booths for Howell is difficult to say. A number of conservative Republicans, “tribal” Republicans, 
as the phrase goes, will swallow hard and vote for Case (merely because of the label). How many? That 
is also an imponderable. One thought is troubling some of the latter in the past few days, according to 
our telephoned report from Newark: it is becoming obvious that should Case win, his ADA backers 
would immediately set up a ballyhoo for “Case for VP in ’56.” 


Frustration — South: In South Carolina, an extraordinary example of popular resentment against an 
apparent effort officially to “disfranchise” voters is raging, literally, (as we get the news over the phone 
from Charleston). Senator Burnet Maybank died unexpectedly on September 1 (after the usual primary 
— which is the “real” election in that, and other Southern states— had been held). The State Demo- 
cratic Committee met and chose a local political boss named Edgar A. Brown as Democratic “candidate” 
to be voted upon at the November election. There is no Republican candidate—so Brown was 
seemingly already “in”. 


However, South Carolinians numerously and very vocally protested, angry that the State Committee 
refused to hold a primary — the “primary” being their traditional election day. Governor Byrnes and 
former Governor J. Strom Thurmond (presidential States Rights candidate in 1948) lead the insurrec- 
tion, with the latter launching a “write-in” campaign. He is backed by those who revolted against the 
official Democratic endorsement of Adlai Stevenson in 1952 and most of whom voted for Ike. Brown, a 
machine politico, is widely unpopular, but has the support of the State Democratic organization, plus 
those Democrats who are either New Dealers or who wish to play with the Northern New Deal wing of 
the party. So the lines are formed. 
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Unfortunately for the Byrnes-Thurmond people a “write-in” campaign is mechanically difficult and 
requires immense organization and propaganda. In any case, the statistics of the outcome should be 
interesting to those who study the national prevalence of “voter frustration.” (As we close these forms, 
our correspondent in Charleston reports by phone to us that 14 of the 16 daily papers, and 73 out of 86 
weeklies, in the state are behind Thurmond.) 


Frustration — West: GOP leaders are very worried about the plight of Republican Senatorial candi- 
date Joe Meek in Illinois, opposing incumbent Sen. Douglas. Odds have shifted now to Douglas, 


Reason: Meek changed his ground under White House pressure. He left for Washington to see Eisen- 


hower, proclaiming he was an independent Republican; he returned to Illinois talking about how he 
was “shoulder to shoulder with President Eisenhower.” 


Meek originally won the nomination with a platform which was pro-Bricker Amendment, pro-Mc- 
Carthy and anti-foreign aid. Then the White House Palace Guard, plus the “fat cats” dangling the 
campaign money, turned him around — so the story goes. Meek thereafter talked only of the Eisen- 
hower program and forgot his former independent platform. By this time, the “fat cats” have double- 
crossed him; and consequently many of his original backers are deserting him. Unless he executes a 
somersault, say the political reporters, his chances are dim. 


A letter from one of his own party workers tells one chapter of the story, as follows: “Douglas is 
spreading money around like water. Streetcars, els, the IC platforms and every blank wall in the city 
[Chicago] seem to have from one to five huge Douglas posters. Then he has just made a mailing to 
every household in the city, and you can guess what that costs! In addition he has oodles of radio and 
TV time, and almost none for Joe Meek. Joe simply has no money.” 


Some original Meek backers are sticking desperately to him, preferring him to Douglas. But here’s 
one Republican from downstate, a disappointed supporter of Meek in the primary, who says: “Meek has 
reached the height of blubbering idiocy. ‘He says it is possible to be a good Republican and be either for 
or against McCarthy. It is possible to be a good Republican and be for or against the Bricker Amend- 
ment.’ Such nonsense has made a number of Illinois conservatives boiling mad and Meek can call 
Douglas a socialist all year and never get our vote. In fact there is a small group of us who are going 
to do what the people of New Jersey are doing, vote for the Democrat as the only way we can voice our 
disgust and disapproval of Meek’s New Deal campaign.” 


Minnesota Story: In this strangest of all political campaigns, the oddest flash of all comes to HUMAN 
EVENTS from its Minnesota correspondent. Two weeks ago, Republicans were practically conceding 
that their Senatorial candidate, Val Bjornson, was beaten by the Democratic Senator Humphrey. Today, 
they have recovered hope. Why? Because an apparently grave split— which reportedly worries 
Humphrey very much — has just developed in the coalition Democratic-Farmer Labor Party of which 
Humphrey is the candidate for re-election. Last week, Frank Ryan, a labor leader filed on the ballot as 
an Independent Democratic-Farmer Labor candidate for Senator. He has a pro-McCarthy and violently 
anti-Humphrey platform. An extraordinary collection of Catholics and extreme left wing laborites join 
to support Ryan. Observers believe that Ryan can capture about 100,000 Democratic votes. 


Ryan’s left wing supporters (an estimated 20,000) are called “Trotskyists,” an element which has 
caused much turmoil in Twin City labor politics in the past two decades. As “Trotskyists,” they scent 
more keenly than others that their hated enemies the Commies want Humphrey elected. It should be 
explained to many Republicans, who deem the present campaign just another off-year election, that 
the world-wide struggle between totalitarian ideologies does not stop at Ellis Island, that the devious 
maneuvers of the two conflicting factions of American Communism are capable of using any ostensibly 
respectable party labels. Indeed, old students of Communist tactics here in the Capital suggest that the 
GOP National Committee might well scrutinize the reactions of “Trotskyists” (who inevitably take a course 
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opposing what the Communists want) not only in Minnesota but also in such places as New Jersey (see 
our story on Case above). 


Ike and Harry: Capital observers believe the President offered a salutary reminder to the farmers of the 
nation in his Indianapolis speech of October 15, in which he laid the blame for the falling farm prices on 
the policy of the Truman Administration “Every farmer knows why his income declined. Agriculture 
was losing markets and surpluses had never been faced head-on,” said President Eisenhower. But the 
same observers believe that Truman’s speech the next day in Kansas City probably served the Eisen- 
hower campaign better. A revival of the old Truman technique of “give ’em hell” in this campaign 
brings memories of the disastrous record of “Trumanism,” especially when the former President speaks 


of “blunder after blunder” of the present Administration. Harry is still a good forensic asset to the 
Republicans. 


Judge Youngdahl: For some time whispers have been going the rounds that Judge Luther Youngdahl, 
asked by U.S. Attorney Leo Rover to disqualify himself from becoming the presiding judge when the 
Lattimore case is tried, was a member of the Americans for Democratic Action at the time he went on 
the Federal bench. A news article now turns up written by Earl Wingard, political reporter for the 
Minneapolis Star,'on July 6, 1951 just after President Truman had appointed Youngdahl. 


In it Wingard says: “Conservative Republicans in Minnesota, who have had to get along with the 
liberal Governor Youngdahl, a member of the Americans for Democratic Action like Senator Humphrey, 
had mixed emotions about the appointment.” Revelation of this claim — that Judge Youngdahl was a 
member of the ADA which has clamored for recognition of Red China, attacked the FBI, and has 
pounded Senator McCarthy in general and in particular for initiating the present troubles of Owen 


Lattimore — is certain to add fuel to the fire which Rover has started. 


U.S. Day vs. UN Day: Governor J. Bracken Lee of Utah has refused to proclaim October 24 United 
Nations Day for his state and on October 6 issued a proclamation calling for a state-wide observance of 
United States Day on Saturday, October 23. Lee’s proclamation was made at the request of the national 
United States Day Committee, whose Executive Director is Robert LeFevre (author of the best-selling 
HUMAN EVENTS article “Even the Girl Scouts”). The committee numbers among its members, 
Generals Mark Clark and Bonner Fellers, Alice Roosevelt Longworth, Walter Harnischfeger of Wiscon- 
sin, W. L. McGrath of Ohio and Alvin Owsley of Texas. 


Mr. LeFevre reports that, in addition to Lee of Utah, governors of 9 states have issued similar proc- 
lamations and others have promised to do so. Also mayors of many cities. all over the country, he says, 
have followed suit. ‘The committee believes,” says LeFevre, “that too many people nowadays have a 
tendency to give obeisance to the United Nations before the United States. You see some people putting 
the UN flag on top of that of the United States. When I went to school, we were taught that when the 
American flag was flown beneath another flag it meant that we had lost out. That makes my blood boil. 
The U.S. was a great nation before anyone had ever heard of the UN and it will be a great nation long 


after the UN is dead and buried.” 


Flanders: Americans in Germany were recently electrified by a front page interview in Frankfurt’s 
leading left wing newspaper, the Rundschau, with Senator Flanders of Vermont. According to the Rund- 
schau, Flanders favored neutralizing Germany. John B. Crane, an American whose column “Europe 
Day by Day” is syndicated in the American press, reporting this incident from Frankfurt remarks as 
follows: “This [neutralization of German policy] has long been the Commie line for solving the German 
problem. It is at least an interesting coincidence that the GOP Senator who has done most to attack 
Senator Joseph McCarthy, the Senate’s leading crusader against Communism, grants an interview to one 
of Germany’s leading left wing dailies and follows the Commie line in his view of the future of Germany.” 





The Untold Story of Douglas MacArthur, by Frazier Hunt. The Devin-Adair Co., New York. $5.00, 
Reviewed by E. Merrill Root. 






































Douglas MacArthur is our greatest living American. Great with sword and word, like Napoleon, 
yet he has a selfless devotion to noble meaning and a scorn of power which Napoleon never had; great 
soldier and statesman like Caesar, yet he is a man of spiritual creative faith, as Caesar never was. And & Z 

he has fought the epic of two mighty wars: one against the outer enemies of America, in arms under the &v 4 


open sun; the other against the deadlier intrinsic enemies of America, who strike from a Lilliput of the i F/ < 
shadows. 8 
N_ 

This book is the first great life of MacArthur. The soldier-statesman who is the last of the heroes a | 


finally has found a chronicler in the grand manner. Frazier Hunt, like Homer, can be clear and simple 
about stern and simple facts; but he can also rise to the clangor of trumpets and phrases terrible as an 
army with banners. Here is restraint and precision and quiet rectitude; here also are words rich with not | 
arterial blood, that, “if you cut them, would bleed.” 





Note his justice to the Japanese: “Xenephon’s Ten Thousand might have a worthier cause, but they frig] 
have no greater claim to the harsh immortality of arms than does this little band of two or three thousand 
ragged, stubborn, hard little men, writing their own deathless Odyssey on the Kadoa Pass.” Note, too, 


the somber intensity: “. . . he [MacArthur] talked without restraint to a trusted member of his staff va 
regarding his long years of struggle, and his many defeats and frustrations; and he spoke of his country’s veils 
inadequate leadership, the terrible mistakes made in the war, and America’s uncertain future.” No The 
special pleading, no hero worship, is needed for MacArthur; none is possible to the fine integrity of hire 
Frazier Hunt. He economizes (as Neitzsche bids us) “in the grand manner”; yet his intensity and vigor de 
turn knowledge into wisdom and fact into art. Massive yet never heavy, the book mounts up as on the : 
wings of eagles. this 
ther 
In content, the book is overwhelming and definitive. MacArthur speaks often — as he should: now 
with the clipped precision of logic, now with the eloquence of the hero who dares again blow Roland’s _ 
horn. The quotations prove that the master of the sword was the artist of the word. The great deeds — 
myths for the poets of America’s future — are superbly told with tough, spare candor, yet also rich, epic trie 


grandeur. The old lies-become-legends wither before the facts that are the stuff of the legends-of-truth: 
MacArthur’s scorn of death, the stern glory of the escape by P. T. boats, the context of the remark about sigg 
“getting the boys home.” Truth, like the sun, signs itself with the initials of light. 





The greatest gift of this great book is its projection of the hidden war, the secret American shame, : 
“the untold story.” MacArthur fought in the Pacific, with half a sword and no shield: why? Because sid 
the talents of the many gang up against the genius of the one? Partly: but that is human, honest oth 
jealousy; there is worse here. The powers of alien darkness; a secret subversion by a few in high places: 
the blind, credulous alliance of the dupes — pacifists, “liberals,” intellectuals: the animosity of the 


idolaters of one world: such were the enemies of MacArthur— and of America. For example, Mac- the 
Arthur pressed to the Yalu because he knew unfettered air power could wreck any crossing; he did not dei 
know — but the Red Chinese did — that he would not be allowed to use that air power. Why? How? “2 

Here is history made a work of art. This book isa must. If every conservative in the country does sof 
not buy it, proclaim it, and make this truth-teller a best-seller, we deserve the doom we shall meet. Here fo: 


is Excalibur: let us use it to strike mighty blows. 





Entered as second class matter at the Post Office, Washington, D. C. Quotation up to a paragraph is permitted with credit to HUMAN 
EVENTS. For reproduction or more extensive quotation address requests to HUMAN EVENTS, 1835 K_ Siceet, N.W., Washington 6, 
D. C. Trial Subscription, three months for $3. Six months, $5.50. One year, $10. Two years, $18. First class mail, one year, $11.00; 
six months, $6.00. Domestic airmail (including APO and FPO) one year, $12.00; foreign (regular mail) one year, $11. Foreign airmail 
rates on request. Please remit in U.S.A. DOLLARS. Allow two weeks for new subscription or change of address to become effective. 


is 






HUMAN EVENTS October 27, 1954 


















SUICIDE OF THE RICH 


By EUGENE LYONS 


| a €REDIBLE TALE,” a now-forgotten book of 1950, Gerald W. Johnson had an 
~tHéfedibly muddled section on the impact of Stalinism on our world. Inevitably, 
since he is a true-blue “liberal,” the author devoted his choicest invective and ironies 
not against Communism but against zealous anti-Communists. Their motives, he sug- 
gested, were purely monetary: a lot of scoundrels cashing in on the jitters of the rich 
frightened by the Red bugaboo. 

His key passage in this connection is worth quoting: “Hordes of shrewd fellows 
constitutionally averse from labor have been and are now living in Byzantine luxury 
on the millions poured out by terrified rich men for protection against Communists. 
These range from plug-uglies hired as bodyguards all the way to Doctors of Philosophy 
hired to edit handsome and expensive periodicals aimed against Communism. The num- 
ber of ex-advertising men, ex-newspapermen, ex-schoolteachers, and even ex-parsons in 
this country who toil not, neither do they spin because shivering millionaires support 
them handsomely as guardians against Communism, is probably much larger than the 
membership of the American Communist party.” 

The essential falsity of these statements will be self-evident to anyone who has ever 
tried to raise funds for anti-Communist work. What interested me especially, however, 
was the allusion to slick, well-heeled periodicals. 

It happened that I was myself, at that time, writing a good deal about the duplicities 
of the Kremlin and the skulduggeries of its American agents and dupes. These broad- 
sides, alas, were being published in little magazines and largely without remuneration 
other than credit in heaven. Mr. Johnson’s news was therefore welcome. 

I wrote him promptly, as one journeyman to another, asking that he please give me 
the names and addresses of those lushly financed anti-Communist periodicals. He did not 
deign to reply; and my private researches failed to uncover the information. In the end 
I was driven to the gloomy conclusion that those periodicals were figments of Mr. John- 
son’s runaway rhetoric. I continued to write, so far as the subject of Communism went, 
for impoverished fringe publications like Plain Talk, The New Leader, Human Events, 
a few Catholic periodicals of meagre circulation. 

This does not imply that Mr. Johnson was awarely telling an untruth. My guess 


is that he was making an honest assumption in line with the logic of true-blue or ritual 
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liberalism. Since the millionaires have most to lose, he must have reasoned, he could 
safely take for granted that their coffers were wide open to anyone willing to oppose 
the Red menace. 

Unfortunately he was wrong. Without going into the problem of motivation, it is 
a fact that our generation of capitalists has been remarkably niggardly about supporting 
forthright anti-Communist activities, while even more remarkably generous in subsidiz- 
ing enterprises aiming to overthrow capitalism. 


Ww FOR EXAMPLE, are the right-wing counterparts of a Marshall Field, who for 
years footed the huge bills for a far-left daily in New York, and others of the 
wealthy pro-Sovieteers whom my sharp-tongued friend, the late Ben Stolberg, used to 
call “those dirty sons-of-riches?”” Where are the fabulously rich foundations as ready 
to finance frankly anti-Communist projects as some of them have been to finance anti- 
capitalist and in particular anti-anti-Communist undertakings? 


This country in the last two decades has supported, in the aggregate, hundreds of 
expensive Red-front outfits. Some of them, like the American Youth Congress, built 
up memberships in the millions, with webs of branch offices, droves of paid organizers, 
chains of publications. Their formation, care and feeding obviously cost many millions 
of dollars. Yet they have never lacked the wherewithal to stage conventions in the 
biggest halls and to disseminate tons of elaborate propaganda materials. The Institute 
of Pacific Relations alone, for instance, has spent millions. 

The financial sinews, we may be sure, did not come from Moscow. On the con- 
trary, the flow has usually been in the other direction. In the final analysis, the funds 
had to come from the middle classes, the well-to-do, the lush foundations; from the 
gilded proletariat of Hollywood and the Park Avenue peasantry. They came, that is to 
say, from the kind of people whose liquidation is the primary goal of the pro-Sovieteer- 
ing organizations. 

A learned paper could readily be written on the thesis that the American rich are 
hell-bent for suicide. Certainly what Freudians call the death-wish seems stronger in 
them than the old-style will to survive. How often have I watched fervent anti-Com- 
munist ideas, especially proposals for opinion magazines, die aborning of financial 
anemia! For one such idea that managed to get off the ground at all, there was 
always a score of anti-capitalist enterprises, neatly camouflaged as “‘liberal’’ to be sure, 
flying high with plenty of gas to spare. 

In New York, to cite an instance, there is a local “Joint Committee Against Com- 
munism,” with a most impressive list of affiliates. It has done a creditable job — despite 
the fact that it is chronically broke, has no paid workers, and uses part of the meager 
office of one of its member groups, the American Jewish League Against Communism, 
which is itself on the edge of bankruptcy. 












N° OF THIS AFFECTS the totalitarian-liberal folklore on the subject. ‘The notion 
that opposing Communism is a highly profitable vocation, that Red-baiters. and 
McCarthyites live in “Byzantine luxury,” is firmly fixed in the Leftish credo and, like 
ali myths, it is impervious to mere facts. 


Thus the self-righteous Elmer Davis, prototype of the breed, finds it possible to state 
with a straight face (in But We Were Born Free) that “there are a good many little 
organizations around the country, most of them fly-by-night, but one or two fairly 
influential, which have made of fighting Communism (or rather what they choose to call 


Communism) a lucrative business. . .. From their standpoint, if Communism did not 
exist, it would be necessary to invent it.” 


He fails to explain why, if the business is so profitable, the organizations are fly- 
by-night and only “one or two fairly influential.” These logical stumbles don’t seem 
to bother Davis or his customers. His clear purpose, of course, is to convince his readers 


that “fighting Communism” is normally not an honest patriotic pursuit but a self-serving, 
cold-blooded and lucrative business. 


It is the kind of smear by innuendo the “unscareables” habitually allege against 
outspoken enemies of the Kremlin conspiracy. It is implicit in epithets like “professional 
anti-Communist” and “paid informer” hurled as a matter of course against those who 
bring to the struggle against Communism a zeal others give only to attacks on the 


Wisconsin Senator. 


These labels are more than name-calling, more than a reflex of anger. They are 
shrewdly calculated to convince the public that anyone who is unduly earnest and ener- 
getic in his disapproval of the Soviets and their American extension must be a low-down 
mercenary with both hands in Wall Street’s moneybags. 


More specifically, the purpose is to establish — by sheer repetition — that ex-Com- 
munists like Bella Dodd, Louis Budenz, Ben Gitlow, Whittaker Chambers, etc., are moved 
not by a sense of duty but by plain greed. When these individuals help identify Reds 
and Red outfits, the American people must be made to believe that it is only for the 
munificent fees they collect from the government. When they write articles or books, 
it is simply to make money. (The fact that the writings of the Elmer Davises have 
normally proved more lucrative than those of anti-Communists is blandly ignored.) 


Listen, for example, to that sterling philanthropist Lloyd Paul Stryker, the flam- 
boyant lawyer who, for a fat fee, defended Alger Hiss and ruthlessly cross-examined 
Whittaker Chambers. Addressing the Virginia State Bar Association on August 14, 
Mr. Stryker lashed out brutally at “professional ex-Communists, who have found in the 
field of tale-bearing better compensation than they ever won while they were traitors.” 


His statement was doubly objectionable, in that it smeared his chosen victims 
coming and going. It presupposed that they had been Communists in the past, even 


































as they were anti-Communists now, only for pay, for the “compensation” in it! Stryker 
could not bring himself to believe that men and women might be impelled by their 
conscience and their sense of justice — mistakenly then, rightly and usefully now - 7 
rather than by the promise of cash rewards. Vol ¥ 


HE TRAGIC IRONY of it is that many former Communists find themselves in economic 
Z. straits precisely because they are dedicated to exposing and fighting the Red faith 
they repudiated. Had they chosen, like the overwhelming majority of the disillusioned, | (of I 
to crawl away in silence, they would have evaded the ostracism, the ordeal by sneer, | Senat 
which have been their portion. In the liberal vocabulary, the opposite of a ‘‘profes- gt 
sional ex-Communist’”’ is not an amateur ex-Communist but an ex-Communist who pleads 
the Fifth Amendment. 

I take no pride in the fact that “fighting Communism” is not as profitable, whether |" ‘ 
in money or in social kudos, as the “liberal” folklore insists. It would be more natural 
and more pleasant if America were in fact more appreciative of those who seek to safe- J It is, 
guard its civilization than of those who collaborate with its sworn enemies. exp 





There is no reason in common sense why pro-Soviet and anti-anti-Communist writers, 
lecturers, commentators and even lawyers should in general have an easier time of it 
economically than the active opponents of Communism whom they besmirch. There 


is no reason why opinion magazines of the conservative persuasions should find survival | ~* 
so much more difficult than those of the Left. There is no reason why the great 

foundations, products of the American system, should be so partial to efforts to under- oki 
mine that system. Vets 


Anyone who can solve the mystery of why the rich, the respectable, the self-righteous | the 
tend so often to line up with the country’s enemies may have found the clue to the J “” 
central malady of our time. 

The imaginary world where certain liberals have their being fairly crawls with } obs 
buyers of ideological souls, jingling pieces of silver to ensnare weak and greedy brethren, J “° 
When an admirer of the Kremlin turns against its butcheries, it seems to them obvious J g,, 
that he has ‘‘sold out’”’ to someone, somewhere. It seems to them self-evident that those 
who cooperate with the government in neutralizing Communist mischief have been 





“bought” with some of the “Byzantine luxury” promised by Gerald Johnson. ” 

For those who believe in it, the myth is a last line of defense: beyond lies of 
distressing reality. 

wh 
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